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(1) Real Party in Interest 

This application is assigned of record to SAP AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT of Walldorf, 
Germany, who is hence the real party in interest. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

Th ere are no known related appeals and/or interferences. 

(3) Status of Claims 

Claims 1-30 are pending. Claims 1 and 15 are independent. Claims 1-30 stand rejected. 

(4) Status of Amendments 

All claim amendments have been entered. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The claimed subject matter relates to managing different representations of information. 
Information can be stored in machine-readable representations by data processing devices. See, 
e.g., specification, page 1, line 7-9. Different data processing devices can represent the same 
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information differently. Id., page 1, line 9-10. Discrepancies in the way information is 
represented often hinder or prevent different data processing devices from collaborating 
effectively. Id., page 1, line 9-10. 

The representation of information can be tailored to a specific purpose using "data 
customization." Id., page 7, line 5-6. FIGS. 2 and 3 show examples of how data customization 
can impact the representation of data. Id., page 7, line 15-17. For the sake of convenience, 
redacted portions of FIGS. 2 and 3 are now reproduced. 
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In FIG. 2, size is customized to a centimeter setting 230 whereas in FIG. 3, size is customized to 
an inch setting 330. Id., page 7, line 22, 30. Thus, the same information content (i.e., the size 
of product "915A") is represented differently. When customization settings are not identical, 
data processing results may be incorrect and the represented information content may be 
inaccessible. Id., page 8, line 1-5. 

Applicants have described systems and techniques for managing different representations 
of information. Id., page 8, line 15-16. 



2 



Attorney's Docket No.: 13907-058001 / 2003P00120 US01 

CLAIM 1 

Claim 1 relates to a computer-implemented method for managing different 
representa tions of information. The method includes: 

receiving information describing a first representation of data variable 
information in a first data structure in a first data processing system (Id., page 8, line 25-31; FIG. 
7, element 705; page 10, line 8-16; FIG. 9, elements 905, 910); 

receiving information describing a second representation of the data variable 
information in the first data structure in a second data processing system (Id., page 8, line 25-31; 
FIG. 7, element 710; page 10, line 8-16; FIG. 9, element 915); and 

mapping the first representation of the data variable information to the second 
representation of the data variable information. Id., page 9, line 1-5; FIG. 7, element 715; page 
9, line 9-27; page 11, line 8-20; FIG. 9, element 935. 

This mapping can include: 

identifying a correspondence between the first representation and the second 
representation using a set of data processing activities performed in accordance with a first set of 
machine-readable instructions (Id., page 9, line 1-5; page 11, line 12-15; page 12, line 29-page 
13, line 1 } , 

representing the correspondence using the set of data processing activities 
performed in accordance with the first set of machine-readable instructions (Id, page 9, line 1-5; 
page 11, line 15-20; page 13, line 3-12), and 

making the correspondence between the first representation and the second 
representation available for changing the first representation of the data variable information to 
the second representation of the data variable information. Id., page 9, line 20-27; page 13, line 
9-12. 

3 
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CLAIM 1 5 

Chum 1 5 relates to a computer program product, tangibly embodied in one or more 
machine readable storage devices, for managing different representations of information. Id., 
page 1, line 15-16; page 13, line 13-23. The computer program product is operable to cause one 
or more data processing apparatus to: 

receive a data variable in a data structure, wherein data variable information in the 
data variable has a first representation associated with a first system {Id., page 2, line 20-24; page 
2, line 29-page 3, line 2; page 9, line 26-27); 

receive a description of a second representation of the data variable information, 
wherein the second representation is associated with a second system (Id., page 8, line 25-31; 
FIG. 7, element 710; page 10, line 8-16; FIG. 9, element 915); 

identify and represent a correspondence between the first representation and the 
second representation to generate a set of mapping information (Id., page 9, line 1-5; page 11, 
line 12-20; page 12, line 29-page 13, line 12); 

change the data variable information from the first representation to the second 
representation in accordance with the set of mapping information (Id., page 9, line 1-5; FIG. 7, 
element 715; page 9, line 9-27; page 11, line 8-20; FIG. 9, element 935) and separately from any 
change to the structure of the data structure (Id., page 2, line 20-24; page 4, line 17-27) ; and 

make the data variable information having the second representation available in 
the data structure. Id., page 9, line 1-5; FIG. 7, element 715; page 9, line 9-27; page 1 1, line 8- 
20; FIG. 9, element 935. 
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(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

Th e following grounds of rejection are outstanding: 

-claims 1-29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101; 

-claims 1-14 and 22-25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as allegedly 
not being enabled by the specification; 

-claims 1-14 and 22-25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as allegedly 
not being described by the specification; 

-claims 1-14 and 22-25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as 
allegedly oeing indefinite; 

-claims 1-4, 7, 9-30 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as anticipated by U.S. Patent 
Publication 2002/0103881 to Granade et al. (hereinafter "Granade"); 

-claim 8 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as obvious over Granade and the 
document entitled "XSL Transformations (XSLT) Version 1.0," copyright WSC; 

-claim 5 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as obvious over Granade and the 
document entitled "Tm: a Code Generator for Recursive Data Structures" by Reeuwijk; and 

-claim 6 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as obvious over Granade and the 
document entitled "An Experiment in Table Driven Code Generation" by Graham et al. 

As, set forth in the following concise statements, the following grounds for rejection are 
presented for review: 

I. The rejection of Independent Claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 101; 

II. The Rejection of Dependent Claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 101; 

III. The Rejection of Independent Claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. § 101; 

IV. The Rejection of Dependent Claim 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 101; 

V. The Rejection of Independent Claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph; 

5 
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VI. The Rejection of Independent Claim 1 under the Enablement Requirement of 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph; 

VII. The Rejection of Independent Claim 1 under the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph; 

VIII. The Rejection of Independent Claim 1 under the under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
anticipated by Granade. 

IX. The Rejection of Independent Claim 15 under the under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
anticipated by Granade. 

The other grounds for rejection are not presented for review on appeal at this time. 

(7) Argument 

Th e organization of the arguments presented hereinafter follows the grounds for rejection 
to reviewed on appeal set forth above. In particular, a separate boldfaced heading for each 
ground presented for review follows. 

I. The Rejection of Independent Claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 

Claim 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as allegedly being directed to a judicial 
exception to the statutory subject matter defined in 35 U.S.C. § 101. In particular, the rejection 
contends ihat claim 1 has ' - no practical application as claimed because there is no physical 
transformation and no production of a concrete, useful and tangible result." In support of this 
contention, the rejection sets forth two alternative bases, namely: 

-claim 1 allegedly is abstract in failing to recite that a correspondence between 
representations of data variable information is made available "to a user;" and 

-claim 1 allegedly "fall[s] short of the disclosed practical utility" (emphasis in original). 
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Applicant respectfully disagrees. As a threshold matter, Applicant notes that the 
processing of information using a set of data processing activities performed in accordance with 
a set of machine-readable instructions, as recited in claim 1, inherently requires physical 
transformations. Such data processing activities are performed in data processing devices where 
mechanical, electrical, magnetic, and/or optical logic undergoes physical transformations that 
reflect the data processing activities. Indeed, data processing devices would be unable to operate 
altogether unless the physical consequences of such transformations where both tangible and 
concrete. Clearly, such physical transformations are both so reliable and reproducible that 
modern microprocessors are used in a variety of applications, including medicine, structure 
design, precision machining, and the like. Accordingly, data processing activities performed in 
accordance with a set of machine-readable instructions do indeed provide tangible physical 
transformations and are outside of any judicial exception to 35 U.S.C. § 101. 

Moreover, even if, for the sake or argument, one were to ignore these physical 
transformations, the contention that the computer-implemented method recited in claim 1 is 
abstract because the correspondence between representations is only "made available" (rather 
than "made available to a user") is also without merit. To begin with, there is no established 
legal basis whatsoever for this anthropocentric view. Clearly, there are other entities than "a 
user" to whom the correspondence between representations represents a concrete, useful and 
tangible result. For example, the correspondence between representations can be tangible to 
other data processing devices that use the correspondence to change representations of data 
variable information. While arguing that trees falling in forests do not make a sound if there is 
no one there to hear them might make for an interesting philosophical discussion, the contention 
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that a resu lt is abstract unless it is made available "to a user" not only lacks legal foundation but 
also undu ly neglects other entities to whom the result is of tangible utility. In short, it is of small 
consolation to the deer who has been crushed by the falling tree that the falling tree was only 
abstract. 

As for the contention that claim 1 "fall[s] short of the disclosed practical utility," 
Applicant appreciatively acknowledges the indication that a practical utility is disclosed in the 
specification. However, Applicant respectfully submits that claim 1 encompasses a disclosed 
practical utility. For example, the specification clearly describes that the correspondence 
between representations of data variable information in a data structure in different data 
processing systems can be used to facilitate collaborations between the different data processing 
devices. See, e.g., specification, page 1, line 7-13, page 3, line 15 - page 4, line 27. 
Accordingly, a disclosed practical utility is encompassed by the claims. 

Moreover, it is self-evident that intermediates can derive their utility from a product of 
known utility. Since the specification sets forth such a practical utility, the subject matter recited 
in claim 1 also has substantial utility as an intermediate in reaching that utility. 

Accordingly, claim: 1 not only falls within the definition of statutory subject matter 
defined in 35 U.S.C. § 101, it is also outside the scope of any judicially created exceptions 
thereto. Applicant asks that the rejections of claim 1 and the claims dependent therefrom be 
withdrawn. 
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II. The Rejection of Dependent Claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 

Claim 2 depends from claim 1. Claim 2 also stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as 
allegedly being directed to a judicial exception to the statutory subject matter defined in 35 
U.S.C. § 101 . No independent basis for the rejection of claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 has ever 
been set forth despite the mandates of 35 U.S.C. § 132 and 37 C.F.R. § 1.104(2), and despite 
applicants 1 request. 

In addition to the deficiencies noted above in Section I, claim 2 additionally recites 
establishing a set of machine readable instructions for changing a representation of data variable 
information. The rejection of claim 2 thus contends that the establishment of sets of machine 
readable instructions does not have sufficient utility to meet the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 101. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with the rejection. For example, Applicant notes that the 
members of an entire profession — namely, software programmers — spend their days seeking to 
establish sets of machine readable instructions. The rejection of claim 2 amounts to a contention 
that this activity lacks utility and that the fruits of these labors are not concrete, useful, and 
tangible. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. Software is a viable industry and software 
programmers get paid. Accordingly, the rejection of claim 2 is improper on this ground, as well 
as the grounds noted above in Section I. Applicant therefore asks that the rejections of claim 2 
and the claims dependent therefrom be withdrawn. 

III. The Rejection of Independent Claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 

Claim 15 also stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as allegedly being directed to a 
judicial exception to the statutory subject matter defined in 35 U.S.C. § 101. No independent 
basis for the rejection of claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 has ever been set forth despite the 
mandates of 35 U.S.C. § 132 and 37 C.F.R. § 1.104(2), and despite applicants' request. 

9 
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In addition to the deficiencies noted above in Section I, claim 15 relates to a computer 

program product that is operable to cause one or more data processing apparatus to change a 

representation of data variable information. Such a change in the representation of information 

is clearly a "transformation" within the scope of those that were identified as useful, concrete and 

tangible in the Federal Circuit's holding in State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial 

Group, Inc., where the court stated that: 

"the transformation of data, representing discrete dollar amounts, by a 
machine through a series of mathematical calculations into a final share 
price, constitutes a practical application of a mathematical algorithm, 
formula, or calculation, because it produces 'a useful, concrete and 
tangible result' - a final share price momentarily fixed for recording and 
reporting purposes and even accepted and relied upon by regulatory 
authorities and in subsequent trades." State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. 
Signature Fin. Group, Inc., 149 F.3d 1368, 1373 (Fed. Cir. 1998) cert, 
denied 525 US 1093 (1999). 

In particular, a change in the representation of information will result in results akin to 
those approved of in State Street. Accordingly, the rejection of claim 1 5 is improper on this 
ground, as well as the grounds noted above in Section I. Applicant therefore asks that the 
rejections of claim 15 and the claims dependent therefrom be withdrawn. 
IV. The Rejection of Dependent Claim 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 

Claim 21 depends from claim 15. Claim 21 also stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as 
allegedly being directed to a judicial exception to the statutory subject matter defined in 35 
U.S.C. § 101. No independent basis for the rejection of claim 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 has ever 
been set forth despite the mandates of 35 U.S.C. § 132 and 37 C.F.R. § 1.104(2), and despite 
applicants' request. 
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In addition to the deficiencies noted above in Sections I and III, claim 21 additionally 
recites a computer program product that is operable to cause the data processing apparatus to 
establish machine readable instructions for changing the representation of data variable 
information. The rejection of claim 21 thus contends that the establishment of machine readable 
instructions does not have sufficient utility to meet the utility requirement of 35 U.S.C. § 101. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with the rejection. As discussed above, the 
establishment of machine readable instructions has clear economic and technical utility, and the 
machine readable instructions themselves are plainly concrete, useful, and tangible. Any 
contention to the contrary ignores broad swathes of the economy, not to mention the software, 
video games, and other examples of machine readable instructions sitting on the shelves of the 
nation's retailers. 

Ac cordingly, the rejection of claim 2 is improper on this ground, as well as the grounds 
noted above in Sections I and III. Applicant therefore asks that the rejections of claim 21 and the 
claims dependent therefrom be withdrawn. 

V. The Rejection oflndependent Claim 1 under the Written Description Requirement of 
35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph 

Claim 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as allegedly lacking a 

written description. In particular, the rejection contends that there is no support for "identifying 

a correspondence between the first representation and the second representation using a set of 
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data processing activities performed in accordance with a first set of machine-readable 
instructions" and "representing the correspondence using the set of data processing activities 
performed in accordance with the first set of machine-readable instructions" as recited in claim 
1. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. The specification describes that data customization 
impacts the representation of information. See, e.g., specification, page 7, line 5-6. Data 
customization and the representation of information is managed by an integration engine 130. 
Id., page 8, line 6-7. Integration engine 130 is hardware and/or software that manages the 
representation of information. Id., page 6, line 24-26. Integration engine 130 can result from the 
performance of machine readable instructions by one or more data processing machines. Id., 
page 8, line 8-10. The integration engine can identify and represent the correspondence between 
the customization settings in different systems. Id., page 9, line 3-5. Additional detail regarding 
implementations of the identification and representation of correspondences between data 
variable ir formation in a first data structure in different data processing systems are found, e.g., 
at page 11, line 8-20 and page 12, line 29-page 13, line 12. 

Accordingly, the written description requirement of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, is 

met. Applicant respectfully requests that the written description rejection be withdrawn. 

VI. The Rejection of Independent Claim 1 under the Enablement Requirement of 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph 

Claim 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as allegedly lacking an 

enabling disclosure in the specification. In particular, the rejection contends that "it is unclear 

what [constitutes] a set of data processing activities" and "how [a set of data processing 
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activities] is used to identify and/or represent the correspondence" between representations of 
data variable information in a first data structure in different data processing systems, as recited 
in claim 1 . 

To the extent that the present rejection contends that the subject matter recited in claim 1 
is unclear, applicants will address this issue in Section VII below, which addresses the rejection 
of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, in which similar contentions were made. 

As for the enablement requirement, as a threshold matter, Applicant notes that the 
rejection lacks even a bald assertion that one of ordinary skill would be unable to arrive at the 
claimed subject matter absent undue experimentation. As such, the rejection is improper. See, 
e.g., M.P.E.P. § 2164.01(a). 

Moreover, the rejection also contends that while identifying and representing the 
correspondence between "customization settings" is enabled, identifying and representing the 
correspondence between representations of data variable information is not. However, as 
discussed above, the specification clearly describes the relationship between data customization 
and the representation of information. See, e.g., specification, page 7, line 5-6 (describing that 
"[t]he cuslomization of data tailors the representation of information in data variables to a 
specific purpose; page 7, line 15-16 (describing that "FIGS. 2 and 3 show examples of how the 
customization of data in a system can impact the representation of data in a system."); page 8, 
line 6-7 (describing that the representation of information includes the customization of data). 
See also specification, page 9, line 1-3 (describing that the integration engine can maps the 
representation of information in different systems by mapping customization settings of the 
systems). 
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Given this relationship, since identifying and representing the correspondence between 
"customization settings" is enabled, identifying and representing the correspondence between 
representations of data variable information is also enabled. 

Accordingly, the enablement requirement of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, is met. 
Applicant respectfully requests that the enablement rejection be withdrawn. 
VII. The Rejection of Independent Claim 1 under the 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph 

Claim 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as indefinite. The 
rejection contends that the constitution of a "set of data processing activities" is unclear, as is 
how data processing activities can be used to identify and represent a correspondence between 
representations of data variable information. The rejection also contends that the specification is 
deficient for lacking an explicit definition of "data processing activities" and how the claimed 
method steps should reasonably be interpreted. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. The meaning of the term "data processing activities" is 
clearly discernable to those of ordinary skill. For example, a search of the USPTO Full Text and 
Image Database conducted on February 14, 2007 returned 166 patents that have issued since 
1976 and include either of the phrases "data processing activities" or "data processing activity." 
These results are submitted herewith as Appendix A. As another example, a search conducted at 
www.goo,j;le.com on February 14, 2007 returned over 65,000 documents that include the phrase 
"data processing activities." These results are submitted herewith as Appendix B. Thus, the 
phrase "data processing activities" is in widespread use. In light this widespread usage, there is 
no reason to believe that the meaning of the phrase "data processing activities" would not be 
discernable to those of ordinary skill. 
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Moreover, applicant's usage of the phrase "data processing activities" is believed to be 
consistent with this widespread usage. For example, the specification describes that data 
processing systems in a distributed data processing landscape "can operate autonomously, 
handling local workloads of data processing activities." See specification, page 5, line 16-19. 
Such data processing activities can be performed "in accordance with the logic of a set of 
machine readable instructions." Id, page 5, line 26-27. Moreover, since claim terms are 
presumed to have their ordinary and customary meaning unless Applicants explicitly set forth a 
different meaning, the specification is not deficient for lacking an explicit definition of "data 
processing activities." Thus, the scope of claim 1 is not rendered indefinite by the mere 
recitation of "data processing activities." 

As for the contention that it is not clear how data processing activities can be used to 
identify and represent a correspondence between representations of data variable information, 
attention is respectfully directed to the specification. For example, page 11, line 12-20 describes 
that a data processing system can insert, into one or more fields of a mapping template 
instructions for importing or exporting customization settings, instructions for identifying objects 
of a selected object class, instructions for locating customization settings, and even instructions 
for representing the correspondence between customization settings, such as information that 
identifies specific Java calls for transforming objects represented in accordance with a source 
system's c ustomization settings into objects represented in accordance with a target system's 
customization settings. Further examples are described at page 12, line 29-page 13, line 12. 

Accordingly, the scope of claim 1 is discernable to those of ordinary skill. Applicant 
respectfully requests that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph be withdrawn. 
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VIII. The Rejection of Independent Claim 1 under the under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
anticipated by Granade 

Claim 1 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as anticipated by Granade. Claim 1 
relates to a computer-implemented method for managing different representations of 
information. The method includes receiving information describing a first representation of data 
variable information in a first data structure in a first data processing system, receiving 
information describing a second representation of the data variable information in the first data 
structure in a second data processing system, and mapping the first representation of the data 
variable ir formation to the second representation of the data variable information. The mapping 
includes identifying a correspondence between the first representation and the second 
representation using a set of data processing activities performed in accordance with a first set of 
machine-readable instructions, representing the correspondence using the set of data processing 
activities performed in accordance with the first set of machine-readable instructions, and 
making the correspondence between the first representation and the second representation 
available 1'or changing the first representation of the data variable information to the second 
representation of the data variable information. 

Granade is not understood to disclose or to suggest features of claim 1. For example, 
Granade is not understood to disclose or to suggest mapping a first representation of data 
variable information in a first data structure in a first data processing system to a second 
representation of the data variable information in the first data structure in a second data 
processing system, as recited in claim 1 . 
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In this regard, Granade describes an integration system 100 for integrating backend 
application systems with mobile devices. See Granade, para. [0026] The integration system 100 
includes a mobile application server 1 12 that allows mobile devices to access backend systems 
102. Id., para. [0028]-[0029]. Mobile application server 112 facilitates this access by invoking 
methods on behalf of the mobile devices. Id. These methods are stored and retrieved from an 
application repository 116. Id. The results from the backend systems are converted to an 
intermediary language compatible with XML and passed to a mobile presentation server "for 
adaptation to the particular mobile device." Id. Once adapted, the information is conveyed to 
mobile devices 106. Id., FIG. 1. 

For the sake of convenience, Granade's FIG. 1, which illustrates the components and 
interactions of integration system 100, is now reproduced. 




J 
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Granade's FIG. 6 is a flowchart that diagrams the "overall operations" performed when backend 
systems are integrated with mobile devices by system 100. Id., paras. [0019], [0059]. For the 
sake of convenience, FIG. 6 is reproduced. 
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As can be seen, in downstream integration, 1 data that is generated by backend systems 
102 is "combined with an intermediary language" that is, e.g., compatible with XML, at 602, 
604. Id., para. [0060]. An entry in a universal device library (UDL) that stores information 
characterizing different mobile devices is identified at 606. Id., paras. [0044], [0060]. "Once the 
mobile device is identified [in the universal device library], the data and information is 
transformed from the intermediary language to the target language " at 608. Id., para. [0061]. 
Granade gives two specific examples of the types of data and information transformations that 
occur. They are: 



1 The reverse (upstream) process is described in FIG. 7 and elements 614, 616, 618 of FIG. 6. Id., para. 
[0062], [00(3]. The upstream process has never been cited in the rejection and hence is not discussed in detail here. 
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-the conversion of data into voice dialogs that are compatible with one of device adaptors 
304, 306, and 308 to generate platform specific code (Id., para. [0040], [0048], [0061]); and 

-the conversion of data from an intermediary language into menus, messages, and other 
user-interface elements for display using data adaptors 310, 312, 314, and 316. Id., para. [0041], 
[0046], [0061]. 

As best understood by Applicant, the rejection of claim 1 is based on the contention that 
this transformation of data from an intermediary language to a target language so that it can be 
conveyed to a mobile device constitutes a mapping of a first representation of data variable 
information in a first data structure in a first system to a second representation of the data 
variable information in the first data structure in a second system, as recited in claim 1. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. To begin with, claim 1 recites that information 
describing different representations of the same data variable information in the same first data 
structure in different data processing systems is received and the correspondence therebetween 
mapped. However, Granade deals with transforming data and information that are to be sent to 
mobile devices from an intermediary language to a target language. Applicant respectfully 
submits that Granade's message transformation would appear to generate a target language file 
that differs from the intermediary language file. Indeed, the rejection itself appears to be based 
on the contention that the target language file and the intermediary language file are different 
data structures. See, e.g., Office action mailed December 8, 2006, page 7, middle paragraph 
(contending that the file formats WML 310, HDML 312, ... are "equivalent to the claimed 
second data structure ") (emphasis added). 
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However, claim 1 recites that "information describing a first representation of data 
variable information in a first data structure in a first data processing system" and "information 
describing a second representation of the data variable information in the first data structure in a 
second data processing system" is received. In other words, there is no "second claimed data 
structure." Applicant also submits that files in different languages would not reasonably be 
considered to constitute the same "first data structure," as recited in claim 1. 

Further support for this position is provided when one considers the details of the two 
specific examples of transformations provided by Granade. As for the conversion of data into 
voice dialogs, the generation of platform specific clearly involves the creation of new data 
structures — namely, new platform specific code — that is not "in" both a first and second data 
processing system. 

As for the conversion of data from an intermediary language into menus, messages, and 

other user-interface elements for display, it also does not appear that this involves mapping a 

correspondence between different representations of the same data variable information in the 

same first data structure in different data processing systems. Instead, this conversion of data is 

understood to involve the creation of a new file that is adapted to the protocols of the destination 

device. For example, Granade's para. [0046] describes: 

"For data communication, mobile presentation server 1 14 selects one of WML 310, 
HDML 312, HTML 314, or other data device adaptor 316 to transmit data 
information to a display associated with mobile device 106. Each different data 
device adaptor may require mobile presentation server 1 14 to access application 
repository 1 16 for details on rendering different protocols or languages properly on 
the mobile device display. For example, putting titles on the display of a mobile 
device may be handled differently for different languages or protocols. In one 
language, there may not be a standard method for putting titles on the screen of a 
mobile display device. If that occurs, the corresponding data-device adaptor may be 
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instructed to insert title information and render titles on each screen. In contrast, 
another language may automatically render screen title information on each screen. 
Accordingly, the corresponding device adaptor for this language would not be 
required to insert screen titles since the underlying language supports rendering 
screen titles." M,para. [0046]. 

As another example, Granade's para. [0041] describes: 

"Data dialog manager 218 in FIG. 2 manages data used by the applications 
in backend system 102 and their representation on mobile devices 106. 
Data information passes through data dialog manager 218 and is presented 
on mobile devices 106 using menus and other types of user-interface 
components. Data can be represented statically using predetermined 
menus or dynamically using menus created in response to certain data 
conditions. In one implementation, data dialog manager 218 is responsive 
to data compatible with XML and receives additional formatting control 
for displaying XML using style sheets compatible with Extensible 
Stylesheet Language (XSL)." Id., para. [0041]. 

Thus, not only does it appear that the conversion of data from an intermediary language into 

menus, messages, and other user-interface elements for display involves the creation of new and 

different data structures, these conversions do not involve different representation of data 

variable information in the same first data structure. Instead, these conversions are understood to 

involve the formatting of user-interface elements for display and the graphical "representation" 

of that information. 

The rejection has also contended that other portions of Granade allegedly support the 
rejection. For the sake of completeness, Applicant will now address these contentions. For 
example, a rejection of claim 1 has contended that Granade's description that the resolution of an 
image can be modified constitutes mapping a first representation of data variable information in 
a first data structure to a second representation of the data variable information in the first data 
structure, as recited in claim 1. For the sake of convenience, the relevant portion of Granade is 
now reproduced. 
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"In one implementation, results from various backend systems 102 are 
converted to an intermediary language compatible with XML and passed 
to mobile presentation server 1 14 for adaptation to the particular mobile 
device. Mobile presentation server 1 14 identifies the characteristics of the 
mobile device including display size and browser type and modifies the 
information for presentation on the mobile device in the most suitable 
format. For example, mobile presentation server 1 14 can modify the 
resolution of an image to fit the display of a particular mobile device." 
Id., para. [0029]. 

Once again, this citation makes it clear that Granade modifies the information that is to be 
sent to a mobile device, rather mapping the representation of the information in a first data 
structure in the mobile device. Moreover, even if one were to consider image data to be "data 
variable information" for the sake of argument (which applicant does not concede), it is clear that 
processes such as decimation can be used to change the resolution of the image without any 
concomitant change in the representation of the image data. In such cases, it is the information 
content of the image that is changed, rather than the representation of data variable information. 

As another example, a rejection of claims 22-29 has contended that Granade' s description 

of language and currency translations constitutes mapping a first representation of data variable 

information in a first data structure to a second representation of the data variable information in 

the first data structure, as recited in claim 1 . For the sake of convenience, the relevant portion of 

Granade is now reproduced. 

"If the application in backend systems 102 does not offer multiple locales, 
an alternate implementation of the present invention translates information 
generated by the application into the locale selected for use on mobile 
devices 106. For example, this may include automatically translating the 
default language in the application into the language associated with the 
desired locale. This latter implementation may also automatically perform 
currency translations between a default currency used by the application 
and the currency in the desired locale." Id., para. [0038]. 



22 



Attorney's Docket No.: 13907-058001 / 2003P00120 US01 



Although such language/currency translations could be used to map different 
representa tion of data variable information in the same first data structure, there is no indication 
that Granade actually does so. Instead, when read in the context of the remainder of Granade, it 
appears that such language/currency translations are part of the conversion of data from an 
intermediary language into menus, messages, and other user-interface elements for display. 
Since Granade provides no additional details regarding how the translations are to be performed, 
this portion also does not suffice to establish that claim 1 is anticipated. 

Accordingly, claim 1 is not anticipated by Granade. Applicants thus request that the 

rejections of claim 1 and the claims dependent therefrom be withdrawn. 

IX. The Rejection of Independent Claim 15 under the under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
anticipated by Granade 

Claim 15 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as anticipated by Granade. Claim 15 

relates to a computer program product, tangibly embodied in one or more machine readable 

storage devices, for managing different representations of information. The computer program 

product is operable to cause one or more data processing apparatus to receive a data variable in a 

data structure, receive a description of a second representation of the data variable information, 

identify and represent a correspondence between the first representation and the second 

representation to generate a set of mapping information, change the data variable information 

from the first representation to the second representation in accordance with the set of mapping 

information and separately from any change to the structure of the data structure, and make the 

data variable information having the second representation available in the data structure. The 

data variable information in the data variable has a first representation associated with a first 

system. The second representation is associated with a second system. 
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Claim 15 thus clearly recites subject matter that differs from that recited in claim 1. 
However, the rejection of claim 15 is based on the bald contention that claim 15 "incorporate [s] 
substantially similar subject [matter]" as claim 1. No support for this contention of substantial 
similarity has ever been set forth. Since 35 U.S.C. § 132 and 37 C.F.R. § 1.104(2) both require 
that the reasons for any adverse action be stated in an Office action, the rejection is facially 
deficient and Applicant requests that it be withdrawn. 

To advance prosecution, Applicant will now address how claim 15 is allowable over 
Granade. In this regard, Granade is not understood to disclose or to suggest features of claim 15. 
For example, Granade is not understood to disclose or to suggest a computer program product 
that is operable to cause one or more data processing apparatus to change data variable 
information from a first representation associated with a first system to a second representation 
associated with a second system in accordance with the set of mapping information and 
separately from any change to the structure of the data structure, as recited in claim 1. 

As discussed above, Granade describes the transformation of data and information from 
an intermediary language to a target language for conveyance to mobile devices. Details 
regarding two specific examples of such transformations are provided, namely, the conversion of 
data into voice dialogs to generate platform specific code and the conversion of data from an 
intermediary language into menus, messages, and other user-interface elements for display. 

Applicant respectfully submits that neither of these transformations describes or suggests 
that data variable information is changed from a first representation associated with a first system 
to a second representation associated with a second system in accordance with the set of 
mapping information and separately from any change to the structure of the data structure. For 
example, the generation of platform specific code would seem to involve the creation of an 
entirely new data structure. As for the conversion of data from an intermediary language into 
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menus, messages, and other user-interface elements for display, such conversions would appear 
to require changes to the structure of a data structure. For example, in one example of such a 
conversion, Granade describes that title information is inserted so that titles can be rendered on 
the screens of the mobile devices. Such an insert of title information would appear to require a 
change in the structure of a file and thus does not meet the elements and/or limitations recited in 
claim 15. 

As for the changes in image resolution and language/currency translations discussed 
above, these too fail to meet the elements and/or limitations recited in claim 15. In this regard, 
even if one of ordinary skill would consider image data to constitute data variable information, it 
would appear that changes in image resolution would necessarily involve a change in the 
structure of the data structure that stores the image data. For example, it would appear likely that 
the data structure would be resized on account of the decreased information content associated 
with lower resolution. 

As for language/currency translations, although such translations could be used to change 
data variable information from a first representation associated with a first system to a second 
representation associated with a second system in accordance with the set of mapping 
information and separately from any change to the structure of the data structure, there is no 
indication that Granade actually does so. Instead, such language/currency translations appear to 
be part of the conversion of data from an intermediary language into menus, messages, and other 
user-interlace elements for display. Such conversions are understood to involve change to a data 
structure (or the creation of new data structures), as discussed above. 
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Accordingly, claim 15 is not anticipated by Granade. Applicants thus request that the 

rejections of claim 15 and the claims dependent therefrom be withdrawn. 

The brief fee of $500 is enclosed. Please apply any other charges or credits to Deposit 
Account No. 06-1050. 
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Appendix of Claims 

1 . A computer-implemented method for managing different representations of 

information, comprising: 

receiving information describing a first representation of data variable information in a 
first data structure in a first data processing system; 

receiving information describing a second representation of the data variable information 
in the firsl data structure in a second data processing system; and 

mapping the first representation of the data variable information to the second 
representa tion of the data variable information, the mapping comprising: 

identifying a correspondence between the first representation and the second 
representation using a set of data processing activities performed in accordance with a first set of 
machine-readable instructions, 

representing the correspondence using the set of data processing activities 
performed in accordance with the first set of machine-readable instructions, and 

making the correspondence between the first representation and the second 
representation available for changing the first representation of the data variable information to 
the second representation of the data variable information. 

2. The method of claim 1, wherein: 

mapping the first representation to the second representation further comprises 
establishing a second set o f machine readable instructions for changing the first representation of 
the data variable information to the second representation of the data variable information; and 

making the correspondence available comprises making the second set of machine 
readable instructions available. 
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3. The method of claim 2, wherein establishing the second set of machine readable 
instructions comprises establishing a criterion for identifying a data variable in a first data 
structure. 

4. The method of claim 2, wherein establishing the second set of machine readable 
instructions comprises establishing an extensible stylesheet language (XSL) file that describes 
how to change the first representation of the data variable information. 

5. The method of claim 2, wherein establishing the second set of machine readable 
instructions comprises: 

receiving a framework for instructions; and 
inserting instructions into the framework. 

6. The method of c laim 2, wherein establishing the second set of machine readable 
instructions comprises selecting a germane instruction for transforming the first representation to 
the second representation from a collection of instructions for transforming the first 
representation to the second representation. 

7. The method of claim 2, wherein the second set of machine readable instructions 
comprises instructions for identifying the data variable in a data structure. 

8. The method of claim 7, wherein the instructions for identifying the data variable 
comprise an Xpath expression for identifying an object of an object class that includes the data 
variable. 
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9. The method of claim 1, further comprising changing the first representation of the data 
variable information in the data variable in the first data processing system to the second 
representation of the data variable information in the second data processing system using the 
correspondence between the first representation and the second representation. 

10. The method of claim 1, further comprising receiving a trigger for the mapping, the 
trigger identifying a data object class that includes the data variable. 

1 1 . The method of claim 1, further comprising storing results of the mapping in a 
collection of mapping results. 

12. The method of claim 1, wherein the information describing the first representation of 
data variable information comprises instructions for locating the information in the first data 
processing system. 

13. The method of claim 1, wherein the information describing the first representation of 
data variable information comprises the first representation of data variable information. 

14. The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

receiving instructions for data interfacing with the first data processing system; and 
adding the interfacing instructions to results of the mapping. 

15. A computer program product, tangibly embodied in one or more machine readable 
storage devices, for managing different representations of information, the computer program 
product being operable to cause one or more data processing apparatus to: 

receive a data variable in a data structure, wherein data variable information in the data 
variable has a first representation associated with a first system; 
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receive a description of a second representation of the data variable information, wherein 
the second representation is associated with a second system; 

identify and represent a correspondence between the first representation and the second 
representation to generate a set of mapping information; 

change the data variable information from the first representation to the second 
representation in accordance with the set of mapping information and separately from any 
change to the structure of the data structure; and 

make the data variable information having the second representation available in the data 
structure. 

16. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the product is also operable to 
cause the data processing apparatus to: 

receive the data variable information formatted in accordance with a first customization 
setting of the first system; 

receive a second customization setting of the second system, wherein the first 
customization setting and the second customization setting specify at least one of a language, a 
format, ari d a unit of the data variable information; and 

change the data variable information from being in accordance with the first 
customization setting to being in accordance with the second customization setting. 

17. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the product is also operable to 
cause the data processing apparatus to receive a current description of the first representation. 

1 8. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the product is also operable to 
cause the data processing apparatus to receive the description of the second representation from 
the second system. 
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19. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the product is also operable to 
cause the data processing apparatus to: 

receive the data variable in a data object including a collection of further variables; 

receive descriptions of further representations of information in the further variables, the 
further representations associated with the second system; and 

change representations of data variable information in the further variables to the further 
representations. 

20. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the product is also operable to 
cause the data processing apparatus to change the data structure to a second data structure 
associated with the second system. 

21. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the product is also operable to 
cause the data processing apparatus to: 

establish machine readable instructions for changing the data variable information from 
the first representation to the second representation; and 
m;ike the machine readable instructions available. 

22. The method of claim 1, wherein the first representation specifies a language of the 
information in the data variable. 

23. The method of claim 1, wherein the first representation specifies a unit of the 
information in the data variable. 

24. The method of claim 1, wherein the first representation specifies a notation of the 
information in the data variable. 
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25 The method of claim 1 , wherein the first representation specifies a format of the 
information in the data variable. 

26. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the first representation specifies 
a language of the information in the data variable. 

27 The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the first representation specifies 
a unit of the information in the data variable. 

28 The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the first representation specifies 
a notation of the information in the data variable. 

29. The computer program product of claim 15, wherein the first representation specifies 
a format of the information in the data variable. 

30. The method of claim 1, wherein making the correspondence between the first 
representation and the second representation available comprises providing the correspondence 
in a directory of mapping information. 
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T Memory management apparatus and method 
T Replaceable outcome decider 

T Method and apparatus for event-driven processing of data 
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to needed computer resources and withdrawing such access upon the completion of 
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25 6,816.02 0 T Electronic circuitry 

26 6.775,65 ' 7 T Multilayered intrusion detection system and method 
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signals 
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29 6,675,32 . T Data processing apparatus, method and computer program with optimized 
key-pointing operation for log record storage 
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39 6,529,91 1 T Data processing system and method for organizing, analyzing, recording, storing and 
reporting research results 
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Quality Assurance Checks and Data-Processing Activities 
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documentation and dissemination process at CDIAC ... 

cdiac.esd, ornl.gov/epubs/ndp/ndp005/ass005r3.htm - 5k - 
Cached - Si milar pages 

[doc] DATA-PROCESSING ACTIVITIES AND 

METEOROLOGICAL SERVICES IN THE ... 

File Format: Microsoft Word - View as HTML 

The current statement on the Data-Processing Activities and 

Meteorological Services in the Antarctic, as contained in the 

Manual on the Global ... 

wvvw.wmo.ch/web/www/OSY/Meetings/ 

AntMet-IPY StPetersburg2005/Doc2-4(1).doc - Similar pages 



Sponsored Links 
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Earn $50-$75/hr from Home 
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Electronic Data Processing Managers 

Elsewhere, the EDP Manager may be in line for promotion to other managerial or 
administrative posts since directing data processing activities provides the ... 

www.calmis.ca.gov/file/occguide/ELTCDPM.HTM - 14k - Cached - Similar pages 

Dutch DPA - Your Data Processing Activities and Transfer to Third ... 
Your Data Processing Activities and Transfer to Third Countries. Fact sheet number 
18A, November 2004. This fact sheet is intended for the data controller, ... 

www.dutchdiDa.nl/documenten/en_inf_contr_Transfer_3d_Countries.shtml - 25k - 
Cac hed - Simi lar pages 

[PDF] Your Data Processing Activities and Transfer to Third Countries 
File Format: PDF/Adobe Acrobat - View as HTML 

Your Data Processing Activities and Transfer to Third. Countries. The Wet 
bescherming persoonsgegevens (WBP) [Dutch Data Protection Act] ... 

www diitnhdpa.nl/riownloads_inf/inf_contr_Transfer_3d Countries.pdf - Similar pages 

Analysis of storage structure performance for multiple data ... 

Relative storage structure performance is shown to be highly dependent upon the 

types of data processing activities required. Less significantly, it is also ... 

portal. acm.org/citation. cfm?id=805597&coll=portal&dl=ACM - Similar pages 

Order Approving Notices to Conduct Certain Data Processing ... 

Order Approving Notices to Conduct Certain Data Processing Activities and Other 

Nonbanking Activities from Federal Reserve Bulletin in Business & Finance ... 

findarticles.eom/p/articles/mi_m4126/is_4_85/ai_54681164 - 34k - 
Cached - Si milar pages 

[PDF] 391 PART 212 — MANAGEMENT OFFICIAL INTERLOCKS 
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gage in data processing activities, abroad with the expectation that such, activity 
would be pr manly related ... data processing activities for third par- ... 

a257.g.akamaitech.net/7/257/2422/14mar20010800/ 
edocket.access.gpo.gov/cfr_2003/pdf/12cfr21 2.1 .pdf - Similar pages 

Secti on 

211.604 Data processing activities, (a) Introduction. ... By 1997, however, the scope 
of data processing activities under Regulation Y was expanded such ... 

a257. g . akamaitech . net/7/257/2422/1 4mar200 1 0800/ 

edocket.access.gpo.gov/cf r_2003/1 2cfr21 1 .604.htm - 4k - Cached - Similar pages 
Processing standards 

Processing activities are then carried out accordingly for each processing level, as 
described in the tables below: Data processing activities fall into two ... 

www.esds.ac.uk/aandp/about/processstandards.asp - 22k - Cached - Similar pages 

data processing manager i 

... managerial abilities and possess personal qualifications necessary to succeed in 
managing data processing activities and personnel. ... 

www.dpa.ca.gov/textdocs/specs/s1/s1381.txt - 13k - Cached - Similar pages 

Computer data-processing activities related to independent billing. 
Computer data-processing activities related to independent billing. Davis DA.MeSH 
Terms Accounting* Computers* Hospital Departments* Radiology* ... 

www.ncbi.nlm. nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve& 
db=PubMeci&list_uids=5413892&dopt=Abstract - Similar pages 

Job Specif i cation 

The incumbent plans, organizes and directs through subordinate supervisors the 
centralized electronic information services and data processing activities of ... 

sccounty01co.santa-cruz.ca.us/personnel/specs/UP9spec.html - 9k - 
Cached - Similar pages 

UNV Lega l Analyst in Indonesia 

The UNV volunteer will routinely report the progress attained in the implementation of 
the electronic data processing activities to the Chief Technical ... 

www.unv.org/volunteers/unvvacs/01_02_07_UNFPA_census. htm - 20k - 
Cached - Si milar pages 

Class Specification: Data Processing Manager II 

Levels are distinguished by the organizational level of responsibility, size of agency, 
scope and complexity of the data processing activities, and impact ... 
notes5.state ak.us/.../384853b21d223dea892566aa00707e31/ 
343c2fc44486e1248925649e00613b7c?OpenDocument - 18k - 
Cached - Si milar pages 

Engineering, science and data processing managers. - HighBeam ... 
Electronic data processing managers direct, plan, and coordinate data processing 
activities. Top level managers direct all computer-related activities in an ... 
www.encyclopedia.com/doc/1 G1-8948403.html - 46k - Cached - Similar pages 

Human Resources - Alameda County 

Annually preoares the long-range plan for County data processing activities; 
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coordinates review of the plan by departments and agencies and approval of the ... 

agency.govemmentjobs.com/alameda/ 
default.cfm?action=viewclassspec&ClassSpeclD=27857 - 19k - 
Cached - Si milar pages 

FRBSF: Reg K: Interpretation of Permissable Data Processing ... 

When it was approved in 1979, Regulation K allowed an Edge Corporation to engage 

in somewhat broader data processing activities abroad than was permitted ... 

www.frbsf.org/banking/letters/1999/bsr.991 1 16.html - 14k - Cached - Similar pages 

Foreign Laws Affecting Data Processing And Transborder Data Flows 
Paul H. Silhan Attorneys who counsel clients with electronic data processing 
activities in foreign countries should become aware of the web of laws which ... 

www.lectlaw.com/files/elw01.htm - 18k - Cached - Similar pages 

JRC Project Knowledge System - 2006 

... bioinformatics, which includes the data processing activities associated to the 
management of DNA sequences, and regulatory information systems, ... 

projects-2006.jrc.ec.europa.eu/ 

show.gx?Object.object_id=PROJECTS0000000002000EAC - 17k- 
Cached - Si milar pages 

[PDF] FBN Standing Instructions 

File Format "PDF/Adobe Acrobat - View as HTML 

The STATE will complete the following data processing activities: ... NGS will 
complete the data processing activities within 1 year of receipt of state ... 

www.ngs.noaa.gov/PROJECTS/INSTRUCTIONS/ 
FBN/FBN_Standing_lnstructions_v2.pdf - Similar pages 

QHRM - s e arch 

Incumbent performs computer support services to facilitate the computer automation 
and/or data processing activities of others. ... 

ohrm.os.doc gov/search/index.htm?ssUserText=&fragment24_NextRow=1091 - 39k - 
Cached - Simil ar pages 

[PDF] Board Interpretation Regarding the Data Processing Provision of ... 
File Format: PDF/Adobe Acrobat - View as HTML 

may not engage in a broader range of data processing activities outside the United 
States under ... data processing activities by developing programs ... 

www.dallasfed.org/banking/notices/1999/not9996.pdf - Similar pages 

.: cybermarket.it :. cvbermarket web privacy .: informativa sulla ... 

First of all, trie Act states that those responsible for data processing activities are 

required to inform the individual concerned that his or her details ... 

www.cybermarket.it/privacy/form_eng.htm - 36k - Cached - Similar pages 

Central Statistics Office 

... the Ministry of Finance (now Central Information System Division), the data 
processing activities of the CSO were then transferred to this department. ... 

www.gov.rr u/portal/sites/ncb/cso/guide/ch4.htm - 24k - Cached - Similar pages 

Decision of the European Ombudsman adopting implementing rules ... 
... the interpretation or application of the Regulation, insofar as it relates to data 
processing activities of which the Ombudsman is the controller. ... 
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www.ombuclsman.europa.eu/dataprot/en/rules.htm - 1 1k - Cached - Similar pages 

[doc] Responsibilities of HEIs as Data Controllers 
File Format: Microsoft Word - View as HTML 

In this case, Students' Union data processing activities will be included in the 
institution's Data Protection notification, and the institution will need ... 

www.dpa.lancs.ac.uk/approved/Responsibilities_of_HEIs_as_Data_Controllers.doc - 
Similar pages 

[PDF] DATA PROCESSING ANALYST SERIES Occ. Work Prob. Effective 
File Format:>DF/Adobe Acrobat - View as HTML 

programmers, analysts, and related operational personnel engaged in data 
processing activities in. a large digital computer complex in order to assure ... 

www.hr.niu.edu/employment/specs/spec0105.pdf - Similar pages 

Data Processing & Telecommunications 1997 Annual Report 

The following five sections deal with data processing activities. REPORTING 

POPULATION. Out of one hundred forty-three (143) state agencies and colleges, ... 

www.osf.sta1e.ok.us/dp97.html - 181k - Cached - Similar pages 

[pdf] Propo sal and Interim Rule Regarding Activities of Financial ... 
File Format: PDF/Adobe Acrobat 

data processing activities. The proposal requires that companies engaged in these, 
activities derive 20 percent of their total revenues from financial ... 
www.sia.coni/2001_comment_letters/pdf/30824302.pdf - Similar pages 



Result Page: 1 2345678910 Next 



|"data processing activities" S$a?j& j 

Se arch within result s | Language Tools | Search Tips | Dissatisfied? Help us improve 



Google Home - Advertising Programs - Business Solutions - About Google 
©2007 Google 



4 of 4 



Attorney's Docket No.: 13907-058001 / 2003P00120 US01 



Evidence Appendix 



Appendix A: Partial search results of a search conducted on February 14, 2007 on the 
U.S.P.T.O. Full Text and Image Database for patents that have issued since 1976 and include 
either of the phrases "data processing activities" or "data processing activity." Available at 
I 11 o v -pto go v/nclacgi/nph- 

Parser?Sect 1 =PT02&Sect2=HITOFF&p= 1 &u=%2Fnetahtml%2FPTO%2Fseareh- 
bool.html&r=0&f^S&l=50&TERMl^ata+processine+activities&FmiJ31^col=OR&TERM 
- data pj ic ssjng ac ti vi tv&F 1 E LD2=&d= PTXT . 



Appendix B: Partial search results of a search conducted on February 14, 2007 on Google.com 

for documents that include the phrase "data processing activities." Available at 

http://ww\ v.google.com/search?q=%22data+processing+activities%22&btnG=Google+ Search. 
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None. 
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